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So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. CONYERS. Mr. Speaker, on October
15, 2009, | was unable to cast votes, due to
personal reasons. | was not present for rolicall
votes 788 and 789. Had | been present, |
would have cast a “nay” vote on the motion
to recommit H.R. 2442 and | would have voted
“yea” on final passage of H.R. 2442, the Bay
Area Regional Water Recycling Program Ex-
pansion Act of 2009.

——
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BOYD. Mr. Speaker, due to personal
reasons, | was unable to attend to votes this
week. Had | been present, my votes would
have been as follows: “Yea” on H. Res. 800;
“yea” on H.R. 2892; “yea” on H.R. 2423; and
“yea” on H.R. 2442.

—————
LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

(Mr. McCCARTHY of California asked
and was given permission to address
the House for 1 minute.)

Mr. McCARTHY of California. Mr.
Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Maryland, the majority leader, for the
purpose of announcing next week’s
schedule.

Mr. HOYER. I thank the gentleman
for yielding.

On Monday, the House will not be in
session. On Tuesday, the House will
meet at 12:30 p.m. for morning-hour de-
bate and 2 p.m. for legislative business
with votes postponed until 6:30 p.m. On
Wednesday and Thursday, the House
will meet at 10 a.m. for legislative
business, and on Friday, the House will
meet at 9 a.m. for legislative business.

We will consider several bills under
suspension of the rules. The complete
list of suspension bills, as is the cus-
tom, will be announced by the close of
business tomorrow.

In addition, we will consider H.R.
35685, the Solar Technology and Road-
map Act of 2010, sponsored by
GABRIELLE GIFFORDS, and H.R. 3619, the
Coast Guard Authorization Act of 2010.
In addition, we may consider Senate
amendments to the House unemploy-
ment extension legislation, assuming
that is passed by the Senate.

Mr. McCARTHY of California. Re-
claiming my time, I thank the major-
ity leader for that information. And
knowing from time to time we do this,
in watching the colloquy that you do
with our whip, Mr. CANTOR, I know last
week you told him not to expect the
health care bill on the floor until the
last week in October at the earliest.

Do you still think this is the case,
the last week of October?

Mr. HOYER. I certainly think it’s the
case not to expect it before the last
week in October.

As I've indicated in the past, we in-
tend to give 72 hours’ notice of having
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the bill posted for the public and for
Members prior to bringing it to the
floor. We are still working to bring
that bill to a point where CBO can give
us a final score. We believe CBO is
going to take probably a week to
maybe a little longer than a week. So
it certainly would not be before the
last week in October, and it may well
be the first week in November.

Mr. McCARTHY of California. I
thank the gentleman.

I just want to make sure I heard cor-
rectly. You will wait until the bill is
scored and you will allow 72 hours for
the public to also be able to view and
read the bill; is that correct?

Mr. HOYER. We will wait 72 hours
until after the bill is posted. Now, I
don’t think I said that that necessarily
will be after the scoring. But essen-
tially, we don’t think we’re going to
post the bill until the scoring. If, how-
ever, for some reason there was some-
what of a delay in scoring but we had
the majority of it and posted the bill,
the 72 hours will run from the posting
of the bill.

In addition, Mr. McCARTHY, what I
indicated last week, and we still will
hold to, if there is a manager’s amend-
ment, as there may well be, we will
also assure that there is 72 hours from
the posting of the manager’s amend-
ment. Now, if the manager’s amend-
ment and the bill are posted at the
same time, obviously that would be the
same 72 hours. If, on the other hand,
the manager’s amendment is posted a
day or so later, then the 72 hours would
run from the posting of the manager’s
amendment.

It is our intent to make sure that ev-
erybody has 72 hours to review what-
ever legislation and/or amendments
will be considered on the floor.

Mr. McCARTHY of California. I
thank the gentleman for that.

The only thing I would follow up to
that and ask, knowing some of the be-
havior on some of the other bills and
some of the concerns that people had of
when they were posted—some posted at
3 o’clock in the morning when the
Rules Committee filed when it came to
Energy and Commerce and the cap-and-
trade bill—when you count the 72
hours, would this be like business
hours? Like, if it’s late into the night,
can we wait until the morning so peo-
ple will have the ability to start the
clock?

I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. HOYER. We’re not going to do 72
business hours. We're going to do 72
hours. We’re going to have the full 3
days if people want to read the bill. If
they want to read it at night, they can
do that. If they want to read it on Sat-
urday or Sunday, they can do that.

But it was a good try.

Mr. McCCARTHY of California. I'll
just ask the gentleman, knowing the
size that this bill will be, one, to make
sure that we have a scoring; two, the
amount that the American public has
been engaged in this process from the
town hall meetings that many people
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have had and the knowledge of what
they have in going forward and know-
ing the changes that have been talked
about; but three, not from a Repub-
lican side or Democrat side, but truly,
when I sat and listened to the town
hall meetings, one of the frustrations
they had with this House—I know peo-
ple think process is wrong—is the
transparency. And I applaud you for
telling us the 72 hours. I would just ask
the majority to be cognizant of what
happens if you start the clock at 5
o’clock in the morning, you start the
clock at 3 o’clock in the morning, the
public has a real concern about that,
and we would as well.

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. McCARTHY of California. Glad-
ly.

Mr. HOYER. I appreciate what the
gentleman has said; however, the gen-
tleman, I am sure understands, the
overwhelming majority of this bill will
have been on the Web site since July.
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The overwhelming majority of this
bill, it’s going to be a new bill and will
have a new number, but this has been
probably the most transparent, re-
viewed bill in the 29 years that I have
been in the House of Representatives, I
will tell my friend. As you know, we’ve
been working between the House and
the Senate. I've had discussions with
Mr. CANTOR and others on your side.
We haven’t reached any agreement, as
the gentleman knows. I'm sorry about
that. But I want to say in all honesty,
I can’t remember a bill in my 29 years
in the House of Representatives that
has had more review, more discussion,
more people involved in town meetings
around this country, more discussion
in the media, and has been longer on
the Internet for review from beginning
to end than this particular piece of leg-
islation.

So I think when we talk about trans-
parency, this bill has probably been the
most transparently considered bill that
I have been involved in in my tenure
here.

I thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. McCARTHY of California. I
thank the gentleman.

I do agree with the gentleman that
the public has been very aware of this
bill. The gentleman is saying that the
majority of this bill is going to be the
same as H.R. 3200, but you may change
the number, and knowing that the pub-
lic has——

Mr. HOYER. Will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. MCcCARTHY of California. I
yield.

Mr. HOYER. I want to be accurate,
and I want to characterize it as I did
characterize it. Clearly, many of the
proposals that came out of the Ways
and Means Committee, the Energy and
Commerce Committee and the Edu-
cation and Labor Committee will be
very much alike, or similar to, what
will be in the bill that is put together
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